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Debate Resurface
"w’°~" t~-,;’] ~,~, ’~-" ...... whether the rural-uz’ban, state-
¯ Po]Ic]f. Proposal twi~ ki]|ed by vom~ is b=i||ed as ~ede~. farmer-environmentaL

one.way to rescueSan Joaquin Delta. It would create backedn°rth’s°uthCal~ede°al[ti°ncan endure.that has
loop around area into Southern California. x a~e 738,0~o-a~ ~eita provi~

.. dxSnking water ~or 22 million Call-

By TONY PERRY Monday at~ ~aaaled the start of forrtiatm and irrigation for the state’s
.. $24-billion agricultural indunti’y.a ’/5-day period of 12 hearings from1"!1,11~ STAFF WlII’I~I

¯ :... ......... Reddir~ to San Dies~ to 3eek public But the delta is bein8 strangled by
.....~AC~--I-Iide the ehil- oghaion on the three alternative~. flooding, siltation and seawatm- in-
.di’en and the faint o! heart, the "i3ae decision on which alterna- tru~on from the San Praneimo Bay.

.~heral Canal debate has offi-
tire to ~e!eet ~11 b~" made by Gov. The reports released Money

resumed.    - - ’ Pete Wilson and U.~’Interior Se~- Indicate that a canal would provide
a’hat politically incendiary planretaryBrueeBabbitt,, a hisher quality of water for

_ tO build a loop around the Sacra- But Wilson and Babbitt want, ~ S~uthern CalJiomia, keep fish from
mento-San Joaquin Delta to helpbe sure there in political supgort for being sucked into the current State

¯brtn8 Northern California water.to whatever plan is =eleetecL Which Water Project pipe~ at the ~ottth
Southern California, is again b~thgmeann that canal supporters, par- end of the delta, and ensure ~

Joaquin Valley farmers a reliabledlscumed publicly by water wortkn, tieularly the mighty bletxopolitan
It happened Monday when offi. ~ater District of South~aT13~ll~. . m~pply of water.

~ o~ the state and nia, have 75 days to overcome But Northern Cali!ornians have
federal effort to rt,~eue" the delta deeade~ of distm~t by rivaks, wortSed that the ~ might use a
from its myriad problems, released What neither state nor federal canal to literally suck the Saemt-
a 3.500-page tome detailing threeofficials want is a repeat of 1982, mento River dry by demanding the
competing plans, when. state voters defeated the full 2 million acre-feet o! water the

"I~’o of the plans would widen Peripheral Canal measure, just as ~ is assured under the State
mine of the delta channels. But therethey did in 1964. Water Project.
tt was. bold as ever, in alternatwe In 1982, support in Southern !rod then there is the concern
No. 3= a canal to link the SacramentoCalifornia was lukewarm, opp~i- that if its water no lonser came
River and the State Water Project by tion in Northern California wa~ through the delta, the MWD and
bypassing the delta, stea~asL, and the fight was one of other Southern California poLitic~1

"l’rue. it’s been re-christened the the nasOest in a state whose hi~-
interests might forsake Lhe delta

Open Channel Isolated F’aeiliLy, buL tory is marked by water fight~, and iLs problems.

i¢ is the same basic idea that has ~he’ renewed debate will iLest D~_ring the ’/5 days, the ~
divided the sta~e for hal( a cenCury. -" ~ be negoLia0ng with Northern

Calfforma wa~er d/steers, environ-
mental groups, the agr~cul~ural in-
dusLry and business leaders ¢o allay
Lhose historical ~ears.
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"Sou~ern Californi~ h~s to be"voin because t~t means more
able ~ offer up ~ees ~e~ ~e~’~: f~e~ ~e l~ry e~ a~eeing
~s~em ~II no~ go out of tonaL" ’ ~ conve~ fiel~ ~ we~ ~d
~d ~ Q~n. ~e M~’s deputy m fo~
general m~ager. "We n~ m ~ere ~e indi~ons ~at water
e~nate ~he fe~ racer. ~at’s ~e ~ have sh~ted since the 1982
en~e that h~ ~ven ~e con~o-
ve~y~ fe~ of S~e~ C~fo~." For o~n~. ~e f~g ~d~

~e ~mt of Money’s event w~ ~d ~me No~e~ ~omia l~d-
~t--reg~ess of which ~te~- e~ ~ ~g ~e~ I~ op~-
~ve is select~--the compe~ng ~on. One ~n ~ ~t ~ I~2
~teres~ in C~o~a’s wa[er w~ ~ id~ ~ a ~d-~one
shoed be prep~ to ~mpm~e ~, now it’s ~ ~ a ~e.
or ~k ~l~g ~e wate~h~ ~t m ~ch ~Ib, ~u~ve ~r of
~e ~ebl~ of ~e state’s ~onomy the Northern California Wa~er
~d en~nm~ ~n., w~ch ~p~enm N~e~

’~ may ~ o~ ~t.op~rtuJ ~enm~V~ey wa~r agen~,
~y for d~d~ ~ ~ve o~ wa~r~d ~ ~up ~ ~g ~ co~der
p~ble~ ~ C~o~." s~d ~-a ~ ~ ~e~ ~ ~c~ ~at
f~a ~ of S~ B~ JOhn. It ~ not ~ ~ ~ deplete

~e ~Id~t of ~e p~ is Sac~enm ~v~.
¯ e ~te~a~ve w cocci a 44-S~e McPe~. a foyer Con~
~e e~en ~ so ~t water ~ Co~ty supe~r who
~m the Sac~enw River wo~d~e No~e~ C~o~s op~on
enter ~e S~e Water Pmj~t near~ the Pe~pher~ C~ in 1982.
By,n. b~g the s~ty ~d co-ch~ of a C~ adv~ry.
~hy dell. ~e ~ wo~d be co~t~.
~ the size of ~at pl~ in ~e Golb. she’s ~l~g to con-
I~2--a r~uc~on ~ at leben-sider a ~ idea ~e. unlike in
ing opposition. I~2. it ~ incIud~ pl~ for fl~

Every C~o~a governor fromcon~L co~erva~on, water
~win K~ght to Wi~on h~. at betw~n ~t~c~. ~d in~
one point in ~ a~~on.
~ken of ~e n~ for such a ~. S~. en~en~ ~u~s

~e ~n~ aite~ve ap~ W~ppy a~ut ~e C~ p~
~fer some~ng for eve~on~ wa-~d ~e ~ id~
t~ s~ge for f~e~. we~ ~e ~ ~h~. ~
~w~on and ~e pm~on ~ ~ ~e ~ ~-~
for env~o~en~. ~d a ~ Na~ ~ ~
for ~uthe~ C~o~ ~d h~ ~ d~ not ~ ~

But it ~ c~ something to p~ ~ve done eno~ ~ p~-
~ger each ~oup~ ~~enml- mo~ ~a~on ~d ~d ~m
~ ~e fe~f~ of inc~ r~er- W ~ ~ on "~ ~d ~."
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